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in the question of 'notice' ? It is impossible to believe
that the civil population was not bombed. Why was
'notice* necessary? Why was 'notice' pleaded? To
whom was the 'notice' given? Why was the 'notice'
given at all? Why was it pleaded that two days'
'notice' was regarded as adequate?
"I wish to say two things. I say that notwith-
standing the fact that we may stand, and we are
prepared to stand, any type of treatment at the
rejection of every vote which we have the right to
call for, we shall register our opinions and not only
register our opinions, but make the Government of
India believe, that the discretionary power of
flouting our opinions should not become the habit
of the rulers of this land. It is against the scandalous
way in which the opinions of this House have been
treated, during the last three months, that we are
here to protest; and whether or not this expedition
goes on, whether or not many more or many less
women and children die by the striking of bombs,
God willing, we shall not stand here m justification
of such acts. We do not care whether it is economic
or uneconomic to carry on a warfare in other ways.
In my humble view, it is not justified. The only
issue I stand upon now is this, that neither economy,
nor 'notice,' shall be a justification for the barbarous
behaviour displayed by the Government on the
Frontier. And, by the vote we are going to register,
we shall show to the Government that this shall not
be done." (Applause.)
It will be best to leave the debate at this point,